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SUPERIOR COURT
CIVIL ACTION
DOCKET NO. CV-94-324

STATE OF MAINE
KENNEBEC, S S .

STATE OF MAINE,
Plaintiff

ORDER
PERMANENT

V .

FOR
INJUNCTION

ROBERT SAURINE,
Defendant

After hearing at which the defendant

failed to appear,

after review of the file, the court ORDERS:

1.
Defendant
Robert
Saurine
is permanently
enjoined pursuant to 4 M.R.S.A. §§ 807-808 from:
a.
representing himself as an attorney
or giving people the impression that he is an
attorney;
b.
Communicating with any court, orally
or in writing, in any way that suggests he is
an attorney or is representing anyone but
himself;
c.
engaging in conduct that constitutes
the unauthorized practice of law;
d.
violati n g
M.R.S.A. § 807 .

the

provisions

of

4

2.
Pursuant
to the
statute
r egulating
the
Unauthorized Practice of Law, 4 M.R.S.A. §§ 807-808 any
person who violates this order may be charged with
contempt of court.

DATED: November ZJ“f, 1995
JUSTICE, SUPERIOR COURT

and

STATE OF MAINE
KENNEBEC, ss.

SUPERIOR COURT
CIVIL ACTION
DOCKET NO. ¿ f

/

STATE OF MAINE,
Plaintiff
COMPLAINT FOR DECLARATORY
JUDGMENT AND FOR PRELIMINARY
AND PERMANENT INJUNCTION

v.
Robert Saurine, of
Waldoboro, County of
Lincoln, State of Maine,

fteO-g é f-icso

NANCY A.

Defendant

CLERK OF CO 1
KENNEBEC

INTRODUCTION
1.

- 8 1994

This is an action brought under the Unfair Trade Practices Act,

5 M.R.S.A. §§206-214 (1989 and Supp. 1993) and under the Unauthorized
Practice of Law, 4 M.R.S.A. §§ 807-808 (1989 and Supp. 1993) to obtain
declaratory relief, and a preliminary and permanent injunction prohibiting
Robert Saurine, (hereinafter referred to as the "Defendant") from engaging in
conduct that constitutes the unauthorized practice of law and constitute
unfair and deceptive conduct, namely, representing himself as an attorney,
civil penalties and attorney's fees.
2.

Defendant Saurine has engaged in a pattern of representing

himself and acting as an attorney to court personnel, District Attorney
personnel and to clients. Defendant Saurine is not a member of the Maine
Bar.
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PARTIES AND JURISDICTION
3.

Plaintiff, State of Maine, a sovereign state, by and through the

Attorney General, commences this action under 5 M.R.S.A. §§ 206-214 (1989
and Supp. 1993), commonly known as the Unfair Trade Practices Act, to
protect the public by preventing and restraining Defendant from engaging in
conduct in violation of the Unfair Trade Practices Act and under 4 M.R.S.A.
§808 (1989), an Action for Injunction to prevent and restrain the Defendant
from conduct violating 4 M.R.S.A. § 807, commonly known as the
Unauthorized Practice of Law.
STATUTORY BACKGROUND
4.

Unauthorized Practice of Law 4 M.R.S.A. § 807 (1989 - 1990

Supp.), provides that:
"[n]o person may practice law or hold himself out to
practice law within the State or before its courts, or
demand or receive any remuneration for those services
rendered in this State, unless he has been admitted to the
Bar of this State and has complied with Section 806-A, or
unless he has been admitted to try cases in the courts of
this State under Section 802.
5.

Action For Injunction. 4 M.R.S.A. §808 (1989).

authorizes the

Attorney General to maintain an action for injunctive relief in the Superior
Court against any person who renders, or offers to render or holds himself out as
rendering any service which constitutes the unauthorized practice of law.
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6.

Unfair Trade Practices Act 5 M.R.S.A. § 206,_et seq. (1989 and Supp.

1993).
The operative provision of the Unfair Trade Practices Act, 5 M.R.S.A. § 207,
renders it unlawful to engage in any unfair or deceptive acts or practices in the
conduct of any trade or commerce. Intentional violations of the Unfair Trade
Practice Act are subject to a penalty of up to $10,000 per violation.
FACTS
_

7.

_

_

J

Defendant Robert Saurine is a resident of Waldoboro, Lincoln
V

County, State of Maine.
8.

Robert Saurine has not been admitted to the Bar of this State or

licensed to practice law in the State of Maine. A copy of the Affidavit of Debra L.
Mazeroll, Secretary of the Board of Overseers of the Bar is attached to this
Complaint and is made a part hereof and is marked Exhibit A.
9.

Defendant Robert Saurine has engaged in a pattern and practice of

conduct in which he has represented himself to be an attorney licensed to practice
law and has engaged in the practice of law. Defendant's conduct includes, but is
not limited to the following:
A.

On or about April 1, 1994, Robert Saurine, in violation of 4 M.R.S.A §

807, held himself out as practicing law by addressing a letter with the letterhead
of Saurine and Saurine, Attorneys at Law, to Penny Reckards, Clerk of Courts for
Knox County, on which letter he listed himself as "Attorney at Law". A copy of
the letter is attached to and made a part of this complaint and is marked as

4

Exhibit B.
B.

On or about March 1, 1994, Robert Saurine, in violation of 4 M.R.S.A.

§ 807, held himself out as practicing law by representing to a defendant, charged
with the criminal offense of Operating After Suspension, that he was an attorney.
Defendant believed Robert Saurine to be an attorney.
C.

On or about March 31, 1994, Robert Saurine, in violation of

4 M.R.S.A. § 807 and 5 M.R.S.A. §207, in an effort to obtain discovery for a
"client", held himself out as practicing law and engaged in the provision of legal
services by representing to a Knox County District Attorney Prosecutorial
Assistant that he was an attorney.
D.

On or about April 1, 1994, Robert Saurine, in violation of 4 M.R.S.A.

§ 807 and 5 M.R.S.A. §207 held himself out as practicing law by representing to the
Waldoboro Town Clerk that he was an attorney.
E.

On or about May 24, 1994, in a matter entitled State o f Maine v.

Robert C. Barter, Chad Sproul and Jamie Moody,, Lincoln District Court, Robert
Saurine, in violation of 4 M.R.S.A. § 807 and 5 M.R.S.A. § 207 held himself out as
practicing law and engaging in the provision of legal services by filing documents
with the Clerk of Courts purporting to be a "Motion for a Probable Cause
Hearing" and a "Motion to Suppress Evidence" on which documents he listed
himself as "Attorney For Defendants". Copies are attached to and made a part of
this complaint and marked Exhibit C.
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VIOLATIONS
COUNT I
10.

Plaintiff repeats, realleges, and incorporates by reference paragraphs

9A-9E of this Complaint.
11.

Defendant's practice of representing to "clients", court personnel,

town personnel and Disctrict Attorney personnel that he was an attorney and
engaging in the provisions of legal services as described in paragraphs 9A-9E of
this Complaint, constitutes a pattern or practice of unfair and deceptive conduct
in violation of 5 M.R.S.A. § 207.
12.

Defendant's unfair and deceptive practices as described in this count

were intentional.
COUNT n
13.

Plaintiff repeats, realleges, and incorporates by reference paragraphs

9A-9E of this Complaint.
14.

Defendant's conduct of holding himself out as an attorney and

engaging in the provisions of legal services as described in paragraphs 9A-9E of
this Complaint constitutes the unauthorized practice of law in violation of
4 M.R.S.A. §§ 807-808.

6
RELIEF REQUESTED
WHEREFORE, the Plaintiff State of Maine, respectfully requests that this
Court:
1.

Issue a preliminary and permanent injunction enjoining the

defendant from:
A. Representing himself as an attorney;
B. Practicing as an attorney without being duly licensed;
C.

Violating the provisions of the Unfair Trade Practices Act,

5 M.R.S.A. 6§206-214, and
D.

Violating the provisions of 4 M.R.S.A. §807(1989), the

Unauthorized Practice of Law.
2.

Declare that Defendant violated the Unfair Trade Practices Act,

5 M.R.S.A. §§ 206. et seq. (1989 and Supp. 1993).
3.

Declare that the Defendant Robert Saurine has engaged in the

unauthorized practice of law in violation of 4 M.R.S.A. §807 (1989);
4.

Order the Defendant to pay to the Department of the Attorney

General the costs of the suit and investigation, including attorneys' fees;
5.

Order the Defendant to forfeit and pay to the Department of the

Attorney General civil penalties in an amount not to exceed $10,000 per
intentional violation of the Unfair Trade Practices Act;
6.
equitable.

Grant such other and further relief as this Court deems just and
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DATED: AUGUST 4, 1994

Michael E. Carpenter
Attorney General

Kathleen A. Roberts
Assistant Attorney General
Public Protection Unit
State House Station 6 _
Augusta, Maine 04333pe c .o &FJi ED
(207) 626-8800

NANCY A. DESJAR

f

»M

CLERK OF COURT
KENNEBEC COG:

exhibit a

AFFIDAVIT

I,
follows:

Debra

L.

Mazeroll,

being duly

sworn,

depose

and say

1.

My name is Debra L. Mazeroll.
Maine
Board
of Overseers
of
Overseers") .

I am Secretary to the
the Bar
("Board
of

2.

I have custody or control of the register of the Board
of Overseers of all attorneys admitted and thereupon
registered with the Board as members of the Bar of this
State, as provided in M. Bar R. 4(d) (4) and 6(d) .

3.

I have reviewed the register of the Board of Overseers
and I certify that Robert C. Saurine is not currently
and has never been an attorney so registered as a member
of the Bar of the State of Maine.

nrv

J

I, /, i r-J/ (■

■ft

Debra ~L. Mazeroll

J

State of Maine
County of Kennebec

b ‘ ¡3 'Cf

On this Twenty First day of March, 1994, before me personally
reared Debra L. Mazeroll, to me known to be the person described
and who executed the foregoing instrument and acknowledged that
e executed the same as her free act and deed.
^
r-

i i i ì l / f l - d lr h '/' lfa I j ) h J Ü
/

Nancy Kail Delaney
Notary Public

-V
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: ATTORNEYS AT 'LAN
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TEL. ( 2 0 7 ) -832-5110
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* . M-> 1*= r in resoonse to this incident.
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this
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Telman in my clíen t 1s behalf / but it vi

letter . I am -also in the Droce ss of filing

gainst the Town of Rockland concerning this matter.
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.Eenthorn requested me to send him any and all
tion concerning this case. A.s scon as the paperwork is
d by your clerk's office

, I would appreciate an

ious hand liner on your mart to o u sh this up on the
the

alendar for

ATTORNEY AT LAW
?.0. BOX 50
WALDG30E0, ME 04572
Tel. S32-5110
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EXHIBIT A

AFFIDAVIT

I,
follows:

Debra

L.

Mazeroll,

being

duly

My name is Debra L. Mazeroll
of
Maine
Board
of Overseers
Overseers").
o

sworn,

depose and say

I am Secretary to the
the Bar
("Board
of

I have custody or control of the regi ster of the Board
of Overseers of all attorneys admitted and thereupon
registered with the Board as members of the Bar of this
State, as provided in M. Bar R. 4(d)(4) and 6(d).
3.

I have reviewed the register of the Board of Overseers
and I certify that Robert C. Saurine is not currently
and has never been an attorney so registered as a member
of the Bar of the State of Maine.

' \ y g na
Debra

~L.

J

■A•

Maze roll

J

State of Maine
County of Kennebec
On this Twenty First day of March, 1994, before me personally
appeared Debra T. Mazeroll, to me kncwn to be tne oerson described
in and who executed the foregoing instrument and acknowledged that
she executed the same as her free act and deed.

ÌÉ J M d k L

Nancy Hall Delaney
Notary Public
0,1537

U JK

/

U
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EXHIBIT B
a n d ■s a u r i n e
.ATTORNEYS AT LAN
P.O. BOX 50
WALDOBORO, MAINE 04572
TEL. (207) '832-6110
saurine

ROCKLAND COURT CLERK"S OFFICE
PENNY RECKARDS

co

ATT.

62 Union St.
Rockland

Re:

, Maine,04841

Susan nolrcan

Dear P e n n y .:
Pursuant to cur phone conversation of a veek
ago about the Telman incident anc my correspondence with
Geoffery Her.thorn , I have attached a svern complaint of
Jeremey A.. Miller in response to this incident.
I haven't been -able to sit dovn a draw
against Susan

a comoiaini

Telman in my client's behalf , but it vill

follow this letter . I am-also in the process of filing a
claim against the Town of Rockland concerning this matter.
Mr..Henthorn requested me to send him any and all
information concerning this case. .As soon as the paperwork is
received by your clerk's office , I would appreciate an
expeditious handling on your part to push this up on the
court calendar for aisoosition

P.O. BOX 50
WALDOBORO, ME 04572
Tel. 832-6110

EXHIBIT C

STATE OF MAINE

DISTRICT COURT

LINCOLN,

CRIMINAL ACTION

SS.

DOCKET NO.

STATE OF MAINE

PLAINTIFF

)
)
)

NOTICE OF MOTION

)

FOR A PROBABLE CAUSE

)

HEARING AND A MOTION

ROBERT C. BARTER

)

TO SUPPRESS EVIDENCE

ana

)

CHAD SFROUL

)

and

)

-V-

JAMIE MOODY

DEFENDANTS

)
N L .lN F DiS I h iC •' C O U R T ¿ o

CLERK

SIRS :
V
PLEASE TAKE NOTICE,

that upon the annexed affidavit of

Robert C. Saurine , sworn to on the

day of May,

1994 , the

defendants will move this court at a term hereof to be held at the
Lincoln County Courthouse in the Town of Wiscasset
day of

, Maine

on the

, 1994 at 9:cc o'clock in the forenoon of that

day , or as soon thereafter as counsel can be heard for an order
granting a hearing for the suppression of any and all evidence
against the defendants listed above that were obtained by the
Plaintiff and were in violation of the defendant's V. Amendment
rights against self incrimination and the defendants VI Amendment
right to the assistance of counsel

TO: DAVID M. SPENCER
«n ?i rrno t T\:pnr h rnriviT"/

; and for such other and

P.O. BOX 50
W A L D 0 3 0 R 0 . MA.INZ 04572

SUPERIOR COURT
CIVIL ACTION
DOCKET NO. CV-94-324

STATE OF MAINE
KENNEBEC, S S .

STATE OF MAINE,

Plaintiff
ORDER FOR
PERMANENT INJUNCTION

v.

ROBERT SAURINE,
Defendant

After hearing at which the defendant failed to appear,
after review of the file, the court ORDERS:

1.
Defendant
Robert
Saurine
is permanentlyenjoined pursuant to 4 M.R.S.A. §§ 807-808 from:
a.
representing himself as an attorney
or giving people the impression that he is an
attorney;
b.
Communicating with any court, orally
or in writing, in any way that suggests he is
an attorney or is representing anyone but
himself;
c.
engaging in conduct that constitutes
the unauthorized practice of law;
d.
violating
M.R.S.A. § 807.

the

provisions

of

4

2.
Pursuant
to the
statute
regulating the
Unauthorized Practice of Law, 4 M.R.S.A. §§ 807-808 any
person who violates this order may be charged with
contempt of court.

DATED: November

1995
JUSTICE, SUPERIOR COURT

and

STATE OF MAINE
KENNEBEC, SS.

STATE OF MAINE,

SUPERIOR COURT
•CIVIL ACTION
DOCKET NO.
)

)
Plaintiff,

)

)
v.
ROBERT SAURINE

)
)
)

ORDER FOR
PRELIMINARY
INJUNCTION

)
Defendant.

)

)
This cause came to be heard after notice to the Defendant Robert Saurine,
who was given an opportunity to be heard upon the State's application for a
Preliminary Injunction under 4 M.R.S.A. § 808.
Upon consideration thereof, it appears to the Court that:
(a)

Defendant has represented himself as an attorney and

(b)

has engaged himself in the practice of law and that

(c)

immediate and irreparable injury and loss will result unless a

Preliminary Injunction is issued in that the Defendant's conduct will jepeordize the
public's right to proper legal representation.
Plaintiff seeks to have this Court enjoin Defendant from:
a.

representing himself as an attorney or

b.

engaging in the practice of law

until such time that Defendant becomes duly licensed in the State of Maine.

This Court finds that:
1.

The conduct of the Defendant has violated the Unauthorized Practice of Law,

4 M.R.S.A. § 807;
2.

Plaintiff has demonstrated a substantial likelihood of success on the merits;

3.

The public interest is not adversely affected by the granting of the Preliminary

Injunction; and
4.

If the conduct complained of continues unrestrained the public's right to

proper legal representation will be jeopardized.
THEREFORE, on Plaintiff's Motion, it is ORDERED that Defendant Robert
Saurine is enjoined from:
1.

a.

representing himself as an attorney and

b.

engaging in the practice of law until such time Defendant is duly

licensed in the State of Maine.
c.

violating the provisions of 4 M.R.S.A. § 807, the Unauthorized Practice

of Law.
2.

This Preliminary Injunction is issued without the requirement of security,

which is waived pursuant to M.R.Civ.P. 65(c) for the following good cause:
the Plaintiff is the State of Maine and no financial damages will be assesed against
the Defendant.
Tke_

Q.OvlC

pj/u/Tg

TAti

o-~o

iXi.

DATED:

I

JUSTICE, SUPERIOR COURT

vT —

du«-fcoT

1

STATE OF MAINE
KENNEBEC, ss

SUPERIOR COURT
CIVIL ACTION
DOCKET NO.

STATE OF MAINE,

)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)

Plaintiff
v.

Robert Saurine
Waldoboro, Lincoln County,
Maine
Defendant

MEMORANDUM OF LAW IN
SUPPORT OF PLAINTIFF'S
MOTION FOR PRELIMINARY
INJUNCTION

INTRODUCTION

The State of Maine seeks a preliminary injunction under 4 M.R.S.A § 808
(1989). The purpose of this Motion for a Preliminary Injunction is to prevent
Defendant Robert Saurine from representing himself as an attorney or practicing as
as attorney without being duly licensed in the State of Maine.
FACTS
As is more fully set forth in the Complaint, the Defendant has engaged in
conduct that constitutes the unauthorized practice of law and constitutes unfair and
deceptive conduct, namely representing himself as an attorney to court personnel,
District Attorney personnel and to a "clients". Defendant is not a member of the
Maine State Bar.

2

THE STATE OF MAINE HAS SATISFIED THE STANDARDS FOR OBTAINING A
PRELIMINARY INTUNCTION

Four criteria must ordinarily be met in order to obtain a Preliminary
Injunction. These criteria are:
1.

Plaintiff will suffer irreparable harm if an injunction is not granted;

2.

Such irreparable harm outweighs any harm to Defendants;

3.

Plaintiff has a likelihood of success on the merits; and

4.

The public interest is not adversely affected by the granting of the relief.

Ingraham v. University of Maine in Orono. 441 A.2d 691, 693 (Me. 1980). However,
when the Attorney General seeks an order to restrain continuing violations of a
State statute, he need not establish that the State will suffer irreparable injury if the
injunction is not granted, or that the injury to the plaintiff outweighs any harm to
the defendant caused by the issuance of the injunction. See State v. Sirois. 478 A.2d
1117,1121-1122 (Me. 1984); U. V. Industries v. Posner. 466 F. Supp. 1251,1255-56
(D.Me. 1979). As the District Court explained in U.V. Industries:
The rationale for such an exception with respect to injunction suits which are
"creatures of statute" is that the party bringing the suit is acting to vindicate
the public interest. ... As the Supreme Court stated in Hecht v. Bowles. 321
U.S. 321, 331 (1944),'(standards oFthe public ínteres]?, not the requirements of
private litigation, measure the propriety and need for injunctive relief in
these cases.
466 F.Supp. at 1256. Accordingly, the State must establish only that there is a
likelihood of success on the merits and that the public interest will not be adversely
affected by the granting of the requested relief. The allegations of the Complaint and
evidence to be addressed in support of the State's Motion for Preliminary Injunction

3
clearly satisfy both criteria.

A.

The State has established a likelihood of success on the merits.

Plaintiff has established a likelihood of success on the merits on the basis of
the statutory violations engaged in by Defendant. The Complaint and evidence
which will be adduced at hearing in support of the allegations it contains establish
that Defendant's conduct violates 5 M.R.S.A. § 206 et seq., commonlyknown as the
Unfair Trade Practices Act and 4 M.R.S.A.§807 which prohiibits the unauthorized
practice of law and 4 M.R.S.A. §808 which authorizes an action for an injunction by
the Office of the Attorney General.
Specifically, the Defendant represented to court personnel, District Attorney
personnel, town personnel and to "clients" that he is an attorney without being duly
licensed. Defendant's conduct as set forth in the accompanying attachments
establishes that Defendant has intentionally represented himself as an attorney
without being duly licensed.

B.

The Public Interest Will Not Be Adversely Affected By the Granting of
the Requested Relief.

It is clear that the public interest will not be adversely affected by an order
which restrains violation of a statute which was designed to protect the public,
namely, the Unfair Trade Practices Act and and tbe statute prohibiting the
unauthorized practice of law.

*

C.

While a Showing of Irreparable Harm is Not
a Prerequisite to Issuance of a Preliminary Injunction Here, It Is Clear
that the Public and Any "Clients" Will Suffer Irreparable Injury if
Defendant's Conduct Continues Unrestrained, and That Such Injury
Outweighs Any Harm to Defendant.

If Defendant's violations of law, as set forth in the Complaint, continue
unrestrained, the public and any "clients" will suffer irreparable injury in that the
victims will be subjected to unfair and deceptive conduct and denied the right of
proper legal representation. The issuance of the Preliminary Injunction can create
no harm to Defendant.
CONCLUSION
The Plaintiff has satisfied the applicable criteria for issuance of a Preliminary
Injunction. Accordingly, this Court should order Defendant preliminarily
restrained from violating the Unfair Trade Practices Act and restrain Defendant
from conduct which constitutes the unauthorized practice of law and thus violates 4
M.R.S.A. § 807.

DATED: AUGUST 4, 1994
Assistant Attorney General
Public Protection Unit
State House Station 6
Augusta, ME 04333
(207) 626-8800

STATE OF MAINE
KENNEBEC, SS.

SUPERIOR COURT
CIVIL ACTION
DOCKET NO. CV-94-324

STATE OF MAINE,

)

)
Plaintiff,

)

)
v.
ROBERT SAURINE

)
)
)

CONSENT DECREE

)
Defendant.

)

)
Plaintiff, State of Maine, filed its Complaint in the above-captioned
matter on AUGUST 8, 1994. Plaintiff and Defendants have agreed to the entry of
this consent Decree without trial. Defendants deny that they intentionally violated
State laws regulating the unauthorized practice of law.
NOW, TFIEREFORE, without trial and upon the consent of the parties hereto,
it is hereby ORDERED and DECREED:
1.

This Court has jurisdiction over the subject matter of this action and

has jurisdiction over the parties consenting to this Decree. The Complaint states a
claim upon which relief may be granted against the Defendants under the Maine
Unauthorized Practice of Law, 4 M.R.S.A. §804-807 (Supp. 1991) and the Maine
Unfair Trade Practices Act, 5 M.R.S.A. §§ 206-214 (1989 and Supp. 1993).
2.

Defendant is permanently enjoined and restrained from:
a.

representing himself as an attorney and

b.

engaging in the practice of law until such time Defendant is duly

licensed in the State of Maine.

c.

violating the provisions of the Unfair Trade Practices Act, 5

M.R.S.A. 6§206-214.
d.

violating the provisions of 4 M.R.S.A. § 804, the Unauthorized

Practice of Law.
3.

Jurisdiction is retained by this Court for the purpose of enabling any

party to this Consent Decree to apply to this Court at any time for such further
orders as may be necessary for the construction, modification, or enforcement of any
other provisions of this Decree, and for punishment pursuant to 5 M.R.S.A. § 209
for any violation of the provisions of this Decree.
4.

The undersigned, with the knowledge of the terms of this Consent

Decree, agree to those terms and to the entry of this Decree.

Dated:
Assistant Attorney General
Director, Public Protection Unit
State House Station #6
Augusta, ME 04333
Tel: 626-8542
Dated:
ROBERT SAURINE
Defendant

It is hereby Ordered and Decreed as set forth above.
Dated:
Justice, Maine Superior Court

LAW OFFICES

RUDMAN & WINCHELL
84 HARLOW ST.
P.O. BOX 1401
BANGOR, MAINE 04402-1401

207 947-4501
TELECOPY 207 941-9715

September 9, 1994

Geoffrey Rushlau, District Attorney
Knox County Courthouse
P.O. Box 885
C
Rockland, ME 04841
Stephen L. Wessler
Assistant Attorney General
Director, Public Protection
State House Station 6
Augusta, ME 04333
Re:

Robert C. Saurine v. State of Maine, Geoffrey Rushlau, and
Maine State Bar Association - Lincoln County CV-94-28

Gentlemen :
You may have been following this litigation from afar. While
Mr. Saurine did not complete service on the MSBA in a totally
proper form, we elected to answer the complaint. A summary
judgment motion was filed and granted by the court on August 14.
An award of attorneys' fees, pursuant to 42 U.S.C. § 1988 was
granted to the MSBA.
In order to have the judgment in favor of
the MSBA final, I moved to dismiss the claims against the
remaining defendants as service of process had not been
accomplished pursuant to Rule 3, M.R.Civ.P. On September 1,
Justice Alexander granted that motion. Enclosed is a copy of his
order on the motion to dismiss.
I trust it is an order neither
of you will appeal.
Should you have any questions, please call.

PWC/dms
Enclosure
cc: Gordon Davis, Claims Analyst/Claim No. 295-007571, w/enc.
Robert Brady, Claims Examiner/File No. OM1-04094N, w/enc.
Edward M. Bonney, Exec. Director, MSBA

STATE OF MAINE
LINCOLN, ss.

'■zCgjycf
r.c.'v

SUPERIOR SuRT« • '
Docket No f -CV-94-28

rILFri

¿¿f

■v; F-. ¡ o
ROBERT C . SAURINE,

SEP0 7 1994

RUDMaîn* £ VvïHOiai
LAW CFriCES
ORDER ON ATTORNEYS” FEES

Plaintiff,
v.
STATE OF MAINE, et a l .,
Defendants

By order dated July 14/ 1994, judgment was entered for the
Maine State Bar Association ("MSBA").

Said order included an

award for reasonable attorneys' fees, if the MSBA submitted an
affidavit by July 24, 1994.

An affidavit was received within the

allotted time, and said affidavit included a notice requiring
objections within twenty-one (21) days.
-Ldenad by Lilt;
. [ Plaintiff filed no objection within the allotted time. ]
It is hereby ORDERED that defendant Maine State Bar
Association is awarded attorneys' fees of $ 7 - 4 * 1 ( <3^ / plus costs,
_

Judgment shall be entered for the MSBA against

plaintiff in the total amount of $
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JUSTICE, SUPERIOR COURT
Donald G. Alexander

STATE OF MAINE
LINCOLN, ss.
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ROBERT C . SAURINE,
Plaintiff,

SUPERIOR'COURT
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LvrvV.\(ORDER ON MOTION TO DISMISS

(

v.
STATE OF MAINE, et al.,
Defendants

Pursuant £o Rule 3, M.R.Civ.P., the remaining claims in
plaintiff's complaint, presenting claims against the State of
Maine and Geoffrey Rushlau, are dismissed as plaintiff has failed
to timely file returns of service of process.

Dated:

~~
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Donald G. Alexander
i

